UNPUBL | SHED

UNI TED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
FOR THE FOURTH CI RCU T

No. 96-1193

DAVID M W LLI AVS,
Plaintiff - Appellant,

Ver sus

CLAYTON C. CARTER, individually and as Asso-
ciate Judge for the Circuit Court of Queen
Anne's County and the Second Judicial Circuit
for the State of Maryland; GEORGE B. RASIN,
JR, individually and as Associ ate Judge for
Kent County and Chief Judge of the Second
Judicial Crcuit for the State of Maryl and,

Def endants - Appell ees,

and

JOHN C. NORTH, Il, individually and as asso-
ciate Judge for the Crcuit Court for Tal bot
County, and the Second Judicial Circuit for
the State of Maryland; TALBOT COUNTY, MARY-
LAND, a/k/a The County Council of Talbot
County, a nunicipal body corporate and
politic; JAMES WSE, individually and as
Associ ate Judge for the Circuit Court for
Caroline County and the Second Judici al
Circuit for the State of Maryland; CAROLI NE
COUNTY, MARYLAND, a/k/a The Board of County
Conmi ssi oners for Carolina County, a nuni ci pal
body corporate and politic; DONALDSON C. COLE,
JR, individually and as associ ate Judge for
the Crcuit Court for Cecil County and the
Second Judicial Grcuit for the State of Mary-
| and; CECI L COUNTY, MARYLAND, a/k/a Board of
County Commi ssioners of Cecil County, Mary-
| and, a nunici pal body corporate and politic;
QUEEN ANNE' S COUNTY, a/k/a The Board of County



Conmmi ssioners for Queen Anne's County, Mary-
| and, a nuni ci pal body corporate and politic;
JENNI FER BODI NE; PHI LI P C. FOSTER, WALLER S.
HAI RSTON, GAIL HANDLY; JERI BAKER, JOAN B.
TURNER; CHESAPEAKE PUBLI SHI NG CORPORATI ON, a
Del awar e cor porati on,

Def endant s.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court for the District of
Maryl and, at Baltinmore. Frank A Kaufman, Senior District Judge.
( CA- 85- 3088- K)

Submitted: May 16, 1996 Deci ded: June 3, 1996

Bef ore RUSSELL, LUTTIG and WLLIAMS, Circuit Judges.

Affirmed by unpublished per curiam opinion.

David M WIlians, Appellant Pro Se. Alvinlra Frederick, ECCLESTON
& WOLF, Baltinore, Maryland, for Appellees.

Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.
See Local Rule 36(c).



PER CURI AM

Appel | ant appeals fromthe district court's orders directing
a response to and granting defendants' notion for attorneys fees
and costs. W have reviewed the record and the district court's
opi nion and find no reversi ble error. Accordingly, we affirmon the

reasoning of the district court. Wllians v. Carter, No. CA-85-

3088-K (D. Md. Cct. 30, 1995 & Dec. 28, 1995). We dispense with
oral argunent because the facts and | egal contentions are adequat e-
|y presented in the materials before the court and argunent woul d

not aid the decisional process.

AFFlI RVED



